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Federal Circuit, Oak Tech., Inc. v. International Trade Commission and Mediatek, Inc., 
United Microelectronics Corp., Lite-On Tech. Corp. and AOPEN, Inc.; On Appeal from the 
U.S. International Trade Commission in Investigation No. 337-TA-409; Michael A. Landra, 
Esq., James C. Otteson, Esq., Lisa G. McFall, Esq., WILSON, SONSINI, GOODRICH & 
ROSATI, dated 4/13/00. 
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Nonconfidential Joint Appendix Volume I; Pages 1-416; Appeal No. 00-1078, United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, Oak Technology, Inc., v. International Trade 
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States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, Oak Technology, Inc., v. International Trade 
Commission, Mediatek, Inc., United Microelectronics Corp., Lite-On Technology Corp., and 
Aopen, Inc.: On Appeal from the United States International Trade Commission in 
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Investigation No: 337-TA-409; Joel M. Freed, Esq., Michael J. Songer, Esq., Christopher L. 
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from the United States International Trade Commission in Investigation No: 337-TA-409; 
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Order re Oak Technoloav. Inc. v. United Microelectronics Corporation. Case No. C 97- 
20959 RMW (Consolidated with C 97-21126 RMW) In the United States District Court, For 
the Northern District of California, San Jose Division, signed by Ronald M. Whyte, United 
States District Judge (3 pgs) 








[Proposed] First Amended Answer and Counterclaims of United Microelectronics 
Corporation re Oak Technoloav. Inc. v. United Microelectronics Corporation. Case No. 97- 
RMW (ARB^ dated 8/10/01 (19 Das) 








Order Granting Plaintiff Oak Technology's Motion to Dismiss Declaratory Relief Claims and 
Denying i ipitoH Mir.rnp|pr.trnnir<;' Counter-Motion for Leave to Amend re Oak Technoloav, 
Inc. v. United Microelectronics CorDoration, Case No. 97-20959 RMW dated 10/10/01 and 
siqned by Ronald M. Whyte, United States District Judge on 10/3/01 (15 pgs) 








United Microelectronics Corporation's Opposition to Oak Technology I nc/s Motion for 
Dismissal and Notice of Counter-Motion and Counter-Motion for Leave to Amend 
Counterclaims re Oak Technoloav. Inc. v. United Microelectronics Corporation. Case No. 
97-20959 RMW (ARB), dated 8/31/01 (13 pgs); [Proposed] Order Denying Oak Technology, 
Inc.'s Motion for Dismissal and Granting United Microelectronics Corp.'s Counter-Motion for 
Leave to Amend Counterclaims (unsigned) (2 pgs); Certificate of Service of United 
Microelectronics Corporation's Opposition to Oak Technology Inc.'s Motion for Dismissal 
and Notice of Counter-Motion and Counter-Motion for Leave to Amend Counterclaims and 
[Proposed] Order Denying Oak Technology, Inc.'s Motion for Dismissal and Granting United 
Microelectronics Corp.'s Counter-Motion for Leave to Amend Counterclaims, dated 8/13/01 
(2 pgs) 








Oak Tprhnnlngy Inn 's Claim Construction Brief re Oak Technoloav. Inc. v. United 
Microelectronics Corporation. Case No. C97-20959 RMW and Mediatek Inc.. v. Oak 
Technoloav. Inc.. Case No. C 97-21126 RMW, dated July 19, 2002 (27 pages). 








Oak Technology Inc.'s Response to Defendant United Microelectronics Corporation's 
im/aiiHity nnntftntinns Dated June 28. 2002 re Oak Technoloav. Inc. v. United 
Microelectronics Corporation, Case No. C97-20959 RMW and Mediatek Inc.. v. Oak 
Technoloav. Inc., Case No. C 97-21 126 RMW, dated July 19, 2002 (5 pages). 








[Proposed] Order re Unsealing of Case File (2 pgs), Certificate of Service (Order re 
Unsealing of Case File) (3 pgs), Stipulation re Unsealing of Case File (3 pgs), re Oak 
Technoloav. Inc. v. United Microelectronics Corporation. Case No. C97-20959 RMW and 
Mediatek Inc., v. Oak Technology, Inc., Case No. C 97-21 126 RMW, dated July 30, 2002. 
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Defendant United Microelectronics Corporation's Opening Brief on Claim Construction 
Pursuant to April 15, 2002 Case Management Order (23 pgs), Declaration of James C. 
Otteson (7 pgs), Misc. Administrative Request of Deft, for leave to File Documents Under 
Seal (2 pgs), Declaration of Dale E. Buscaino (4 pgs), re Oak Technology. Inc. v. United 
Microelectronics Corporation , Case No. C97-20959 RMW and Mediatek Inc., v. Oak 
Technology. Inc., Case No. C 97-21 126 RMW, dated June 28, 2002. 



Defendant United Microelectronics Corporation's Invalidity Contentions (3 pgs), [Proposed] 
Order Granting Miscellaneous Administrative Request of Defendant United Microelectronics 
Corporation for Leave to File Documents Under Seal (2 pgs), Confidential Exhibits to 
Declaration of James C. Otteson in Support of Defendant United Microelectronics 
Corporation's Opening Brief on Claim Construction (1 pg), Certificate of Service (3 pgs), re 
Oak Technology. Inc. v. United Microelectronics Corporation . Case No. C97-20959 RMW 
and Mediatek Inc.. v. Oak Technology. Inc. . Case No. C 97-21 126 RMW, dated June 21 , 
2002. 



LAWRENCE J. LAMERS, Information Technology- AT Attachment Interface for Disk Drives, 
Reference Number ANSI X3.221-199x, Copyright 1994, Computer and Business Equipment 
Manufacture Association. (75 pages) 
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Oak Technology. Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp., Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, Notice of Motion and Motion for Summary Judgment 
that the 71 5 Patent is invalid under 35 U.S.C. S 1 1 2. HIT 1 . 2 & 6 (21 pgs), [Proposed] Order 
Granting UMC's Motion for Summary Judgment that the 715 Patent is invalid under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, HH 1 , 2 & 6, Certificate of Service re Motion for Summary Judgment that the 
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Oak Technology. Inc., v. United Microelectronics Corp.. Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, Oak Technology. Inc.'s Motion for Summary 
Judgment Against UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claims (21 pgs), Declaration of 
Michael J. Songer in Support of Oak Technology. Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment 
Against UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claims (7 pgs), [Proposed] Order (2 pgs), 
dated 1 1/25/2002; Certificate of Service dated 1 1/26/2002 (2 pgs) 



Oak Technology, Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp.. Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, O ak Technology, Inc.'s Opposition of UMC's Motion 
for Summary Judgment that Oak's 715 Patent in invalid under 35 U.S.C. S 1 12. HIM. 2 & 6 
(13 pgs), Declaration of Michael J. Songer in Support of Oak's Opposition to UMC's Motion 
for Summary Judgment that Oak's 715 Patent in invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 112. HH 1. 2 & 6 
(3 pgs), [Proposed] Order (2 pgs), Exhibits 1-10, dated 11/29/2002 



Oak Technology, Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp., Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, Reply Brief in Support of UMC's Motion for 
Summary Judgment that the 71 5 Patent is Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. S 112. HH 1. 2 & 6 (8 
pgs), United Microelectronics Corporation's Objection to "Evidence" Offered by Oak 
Technology (2 pgs), Reply Declaration of James C. Otteson in Support of UMC's Motion for 
Summary Judgment that the 715 Patent is invalid under 35 U.S.C. $ 1 12. HH 1 . 2 & 6 . 
Certificate of Service via Overnight and Hand Delivery dated 12/6/2002 (2 pgs) 
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Oak Technology. Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp., Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, Oak Technology. Inc.'s Submission of Declaration 
of Robert G. Wedio in Support of Oak Technology. Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment 
Aoainst UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claims dated 12/1 1/2002 (2 pgs), 
Declaration of Robert G. Wedig in Support of Oak Technology. Inc.'s Mo tion for Summary 
Judgment Against UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claims dated 12/10/2002 (2 pgs), 



Certificate of Service dated 12/1 1/2002 (via Federal Express), letter from Arnold & Porter 
dated 12/1 1/2002 to Office of the Clerk, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of 
California 



Oak Technology. Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp., Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, United Microelectronics Corporatio n's Opposition to 
Oak Technology. Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment on UMC's Patent Defen se to Oak's 
Fraud Claim (24 pgs), Exhibit A (6 pgs), Declaration of James C. Otteson in S upport of 
Microelectronics Corporation's Opposition to Oak Technology. Inc.'s M otion for Summary 
Judgment to UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claim dated 12/10/2002 (16 pgs), 
Certificate of Service via overnight and hand delivery re United Microelectronics 
Corporation's Opposition to Oak Technology, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment on 

UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claim dated 12/13/2002 (2 pgs) 

Oak Technology. Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp.. Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division, Oak Technology. Inc.'s R eply in Support of Oak's 
Motion for Summary Judgment Against UMC's Patent Defense to Oak's Fraud Claim, Oak 
Technology. Inc.. v. United Microelectronics Corp.. Case No. C97020959 RMW ARB 
(Consolidated with Case No. C97-21 126), In the United States District Court, Northern 
District of California, San Jose Division (15 pgs), Certificate of Service (2 pgs), dated 
12/20/2002 
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Complaint under Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as Amended; In the Matter of Certain 
Optical Disk Controller Chips and Chipsets and Products Containing Same, Including DVD 
Players and PC Optical Storage Devices , United States International Trade Commission 
Was hington, D.C., Investigation No. 337-TA-, dated 3/11/2004 (35 pgs) 



Public Version of Response to Complaint and Notice of Investigation Under Section 337 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as Amended, United States International Trade Commission 
Washington, D.C. Before the Honorable Paul J. Luckern, Administrative Law Judge, 

Investigation No. 337-TA-506, dated 5/4/2004 (48 pgs) 

Zoran Corporation and Oak Technology, Inc. v. Mediatek, Inc.. Mintek Digital, Inc.. Asustek 
Computer. Inc.. Lite-On Information Technology Corp.. Teac Corporation, Teac America, 
Inc.. Terapin Technology PTE.. LTD. Corporation and Teraoptix L.P. d/b/a Terapin 
Technology. First Amended Complaint for Patent Infringement; Demand for Jury, United 
States District Court, Central District of California, Southern Division, Case No. SA CV 04- 
0313 GLT (RCx), Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 2, dated 5/20/2004, filed 5/21/2004 (114 pgs) 
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